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Dear Senator Murray:

Thank you for your letters dated January 3, 2003, to me and Mitch Daniels, Director of
the Office of Management and Budget (OMB), regarding EPA’s efforts to address asbestos
contamination in the town of Libby, Montana. I am responding for both OMB and the
Envirormental Protection Agency (EPA).

I assure you that since my tenure at the Agency, every action regarding Libby, Montana
has been taken with the goal of protecting the health of Libby residents from further harm. After
visiting with the residents of Libby Montana in September 2001, I committed to have EPA do
everything as quickly and comprehensively as possible to remove the multiple sources of
asbestos exposure of Libby residents. The Action Memo signed on May 9, 2002, authorized
significant additional measures in Libby, including the removal of attic insulation. Cleanup work
has proceeded at an aggressive pace and substantial sources of exposure have alrcady been

removed.

While enclosed are EPA’s Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response detailed
responses to your questions, I want to make it clear that neither OMB nor any other Federal
agencies directed EPA to take a specific course of action regarding whether to employ the public
health emergency provision of the Comprehensive Environmental Response and Liability Act
(“CERCLA?”, or the Superfund Law). The Agency made its decision regarding the removal of
asbestos contaminated vermiculite attic insulation from Libby homes in order to reduce the
cumnulative exposure to residents as quickly as possible. EPA based this decision on many
factors, including legal, scientific, and practical considerations, The Agency concluded that
asbestos contaminated vermiculite insulation found in homes in Libby could be removed without
a public health emergency. Ultimately, EPA chose not to rely upon CERCLA s health
emergency provision, in part, to minimize the possibility of rernoval work being delayed by
possible legal challenges to this untested approach, and instead relied upon more traditional
removal authorities.

Additionally, I want to clarify that the decision to proceed with the cleanup in Libby is
unrelated to the larger issue of whether asbestos contaminated vermiculite insulation poses a risk
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outside of Libby, Montana. Several questions in your letter imply that invoking the public health
provision in CERCLA for the situation in Libby would give the Agency additional authority or
impose additional requirements to inform the public nationwide about the health risks associated
with asbestos contaminated vermiculite attic insulation. This is not the case. While the
experience and data collected in Libby are important to a larger national evaluation, the Libby
cleanup and the Agency’s national evaluation of the potential risks of asbestos contaminated attic
insulation are on parallel but different tracks.

Again, thank you for your support of EPA’s cleanup cfforts in Libby, Montana and your
commitment to making sure that people nationwide are not at risk from asbestos. The Agency
looks forward to working with you and your staff to continue our mutual goal to protect the
health and welfare of the residents of Libby, Montana, and of the United States. If you have
further questions or concerns, please contact me, or your staff may contact Betsy Henry in the
Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at (202) 564-7222.-

Sincerely yours,

M(J&\

Christine Todd Whitman

Enclosure



